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Reply to Examiner's Answer 



Mall Stop Appeal Brief - Patents 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria. Virginia 22313 

Dear Sir: 

This is in response to the Examiner's Answer regarding the Amended Appeal 
Brief submitted August 31 , 2006. 

The Examiner states that Steppe, et al. teaches a pump head that translates 
towards the backing plate as specifically required by all the claims. This simply Is not 
tnje. The pump head of Steppe is simply spring biased on mounting plate 76. The 
pump head cannot move towards the backing plate but rather only moves with the 
backing plate of the cassette as the cassette is loaded or unloaded. So as the cassette 
is loaded the pump head moves on plate 76 in the same direction as the 
cassetteftjacklng plate; and when the cassette Is unloaded the pump head on plate 76 
then moves with the cassette/baclg'ng plate in the same direction. This is in contrast to 
the present invention that specifically claims that the pump head moves away from the 
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backing plate. The Examiner tries to counter this fact with the argument that it can 
be viewed that either the bacl^ing plate is moving toward the pump head, relative the 
pump head, or the pump head is moving toward the backing plate, relative to the 
backing plate. This same line of reasoning is applicable in both directions, upon 
InserUon and removal of the backing plate." The Examiner's reasoning is faulty. As 
pointed out above, the pump head of Steppe does not move except when pushed 
against by the cassette/backing plate being inserted into the slot 26. Therefore, the 
pump head of Steppe only moves in concert with the backing plate and does not move, 
as claimed in the present invention away from the backing plate. 

The Examiner states that once the cassette is loaded into the pump of Steppe 
that the backing plate is then attached to the housing. This is not in anyway the same 
as the attachment of the present invention. In addition, once the cassette is loaded the 
pump head of Steppe does not move at all relative to the backing plate, which then 
does not meet the claim Hmltatlons of the present invention. This is because as pointed 
out above the pump head of Steppe only moves when being the cassette is loaded or 
unloaded. The Examiner slates that the pump head is "moveable" but this does not 
meet the limitation of the present invention that requires the pump head to actually 
move relative to the backing plate. 

The Examiner stretches reason in finding a drawer in Steppe. The Examiner 
attempts to define the cassette 20 itself as a drawer by stating that the housing 28 and 
an edge 36 of the housing fomn a drawer. If the cassette is a drawer then Steppe does 
not teach a cartridge as claimed. The cassette 20 of Steppe cannot be both the 
cartridge as claimed in the present invention and the drawer that is claimed. Claim 4 of 
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the present invention requires a drawer that holds the cartridge and wherein the drawer 
moves, if the cassette 20 Is a drawer then where is the cartridge and if the cassette is 
the cartridge then where is the drawer? The Examiner's logic simply does not hold up. 
If the Examiner were to argue that the cassette Is both the drawer and the cartridge of 
the present invention then the limitation that the drawer holds the cartridge cannot be 
met 

For the reasons set forth above and in the appeal brief the pending claims 1-4 
are allowable over the cited prior art. 
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